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more remarkable in its contrast is the praise of the pro-senatorial
historians of a later age: 'Unicae moderationis vir et civilitatis,
aequandus fratri vel praeponendus'1; but even they had to admit
that owing to the shortness of his reign he did not amount to any-
thing. He was in fact intended to be a tool of the Senate.
Quintillus was, of course, anxious to win the favour of the
Danubian troops and, as an Illyrian himself, he had the personi-
fications of the warlike Pannoniae placed on his issues of Milan;
the types of Genius Illy(rict) and Dacia Felix likewise seem to have
been prepared for him at the same mint, but never actually
issued by him. His dependence on the memory of his elder
brother is shown by his assumption of the name of Claudius; the
issues in honour of Divus Claudius (Goihicus] at Milan and Rome
began in his reign and served the same purpose.
When Aurelian rose against him in Illyricum in April 270, his
armies at once abandoned him and he was driven to commit
suicide. Aurelian spread the report that Claudius had designated
himself and not his brother as successor2 and, soon after his
Sreclamation, had coins of Divus Claudius struck in Siscia and
yzicus for purposes of propaganda, a clear evidence of the same
intention. In actual fact Aurelian, and not Quintillus, stood in the
succession of Claudius as representative of that Virtus IJJyrid that
was destined to save the Empire.
IV. THE CHIEF POLITICAL FACTORS
The general development of the imperial autocracy has been
described elsewhere (chap, x), but it is here in place to note
how the consummation of a long process, which was bound to be
reached in the third century, was hastened by successful or un-
successful usurpations and the violent deaths of emperors. It
became clear that the Senate could no longer secure stability for
the throne, and that it must have another foundation than legalistic
traditions, highly as these continued to be regarded. What was
first needed was a religious basis, and as Juppiter Optimus
Maximus became dim, men turned to this or that Eastern God
temporarily in the ascendant, until at last, under Aurelian, *Sol
dominus imperil Romani' embodied the idea of a unifying deity
to correspond to the $ole earthly ruler of the world (p. 309).
A dangerous rival to this claim was the equally monarchical and
1  Eutropius DC* 12, reflected in S.H. A. Claud. 12,3 and Orosius vn, 23,2.
2  Damerau, op. cit. p. 90.
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